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Daar Tracy: 

1) In re Apleyzrdfa paper, WF) have thought it beet to t&e no part 
ti aditmia?. co;lrs;;ltatLon on it (for ~e.m%ms which rmglst be svident from the 
tar-t f2;sdf+), God h&Ve 80 iX&ifb.i t;he ~ditor8 of fhn6tic8. 1 m tt&l vu, 
howmrerI thatthmewaa nogointinpur clearchinganalgaierwith which I 
aould have taken time. 

2) Just flniohad a ftist readbg of your B&&&o paper-. X m tempted 
tC, corPmunt that it i8 a brilliant job, but th%s imight be pr8erurnpbaOu8 a& I 
wti3, desist. I SiU8tsdId.t that it till rerplire Careful Study. I8 this a final 
version, and ff&&aoulA a brief 8titoriziL rat~rk be too gratuitius? fazch of 
your d&xWaeion hinges on the behavior of fom palis8 of exconjugants frofi 
d59 x nom&., but I have mm trouble ml.l~ti.xig your rem&s on p. 7 and p.l3ff, 
A brief tab18 sumar~ each of them asuld, I think, &se b38n sorth the 
space required. [Throughout the dlsmxsarion of thL ~as3, SQU it ‘be per- 
missible to append (or cornsi-mbly ~er&lmzt ,umxozucl.sar G.emn"is) when 
control by cytoplasm ti zmntfomd?] On. p%Zt will all of your p,xmpsctive 
readera be able to %danti?y just what &nv47(1353a)r&ar3 t0; ths hypotslesis 
it8elf 18 IlOt stated. 

Would it b8 pertintmt to recall another (likely) m30 of nuclear self- 
determi.natAon, nmely 1eucin81988 5.n Nenrospora ? dnfortunately, one cannot 
be 8ure that IAm election against L* in heterokaryons w&*A L" is on a nuclear, 
rather than a C8lbr8giOid 18~d.. Rees & &?.&a CWB (Pro0 Roy SOC u&la,) 
is even we&r. I complained to Sathm that they had omitted perhaps the mst 
likely me&anti of adjirstmn& natuml selection f3voxGg Lyphhae which have& 
by chance flu&uation, started with the optimal nuclear rcltio (see their p* lOA),- 
but he apparentlymisunderstoodlq~r remarks. 

Bow to ths real business of this later. We are delighted at your favorable 
rsspo~ae fx tie wood8 Hole idea. F;'e have much tie SBA~B feeifngs about the place, 
though I am aomtiaabe depressed by the amount of aimlws psuddo-ecience that 
go38 on. Like youmelf, Z have some other unresolved titernative comolitmmts, 
but these are not tangfbla enough to int8rfere with our &z&&g tentative arrange- 
ments. I auggeat that we both feel free to alter our plans [viz. to enjoy !#ooda 
Hole separately if needs be, better together]. Of course I am not a member of 



Corporation. But in 1947, I had no difficulty aamring a library table. 
[I 8pent that sumer writing the review that appeared in Heredity, 1948. 
Them IB, of course, no oompareble library in biology. ] I think they charged 
something like $10 a week, not emrbitant. If we can get a “lab. n room, 80 
much the better. V?isconsin does have a table, but I think they would frown 
on a nOWr8SearCh Us8 of it. 

F” @ ” * @ ir O~ri%nce with Woods Hole 18 dmBt entirely that one 
Bulumr. If you know your way around any better than that, would it be mm 
8tratsgio for you t0 m&e prelimi~y enqaizies for all of ud. I agree this 
has to be done before wry long. 

we ar8 looking fomard to thie, and also to your prospective visit 
in ths Spring. We do h0pe y0u can manage it. 


